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ABSIBACT 

This study of contesporary realistic fiction vith 
settings outalde the Oi>ited states 2md characters vho are citizens of 
other countries — appropriate for children aged nine through tvelve 
years — sought tq discoyer the differences between those bj Aserican 
authors and those by nbn-Aserican .authprs. Por/ the study, 35 books 
(24 by Aserican authors and 11 by non-Aserican authors) vere chosen 
fros' "The Bulletin of the Center for Children's Books" and iiere< 
analyzed according to positive and negative concepts: age, sex, 
econosic status, education level, social class, racial group, and 
personality traits of aajor and sinor characters; goals valued by 
■ajdt and sinox characters; and the positive and negative 
characteristics and stereotypes of sajor and sinor characters. 
Analysis of results shoved no significant differenced in any >ut Avo 
categories: non-Aserlcan authors portrayed sajor ; characters of 
adequate econosic status and In the siddle or upper social clasi^, 
while Aserican authors tended to depict sajor ch^ract^rs as being of 
low econosic status and In the lover class. (JH) . 



Oocusents Acguired by BBIC Include sany inforsal unpublished 
■aterials not av^ailable fros other sources. BBlC sakes every effort 
to obtain the best copy available, levertheless, itess of sarginal 
reproducibility are often encountered and this affects the quality 
of the sicrofiche and hardcopy reproductions EBIC sakes available 
via the SfilC Oocusent Beproductlon Service (EBBS). SOBS is not 



^ responsible for the quality of the original docusent. Beproductlons * 
* supplied by BOBS are the best. that can be sade fros the original* * 
«#*«««e#«««#^«<««^««e#««e#««««««:ie«e«««««#e«««««e4i«4i«##««Me«e«iM««e«e« 
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A COMPARISON BETWEEN. WORKS OF REALISTIC 
CONTEMPORARY FICTION BY NON-AMERICAN AND 
AMERICAN ALTHORS J^HOSE .BOOKS^ HAVE SETTINGS- 
OTHER THAN THE UNITED STATES,- WHOSE MAJOR 
CHARACTERS ARE_ NOT CITIZENS OF THE UNITED 
STATES , AND WHICH ARE APPROPRIATE FOR 
CHILDREN NINE THROUGH TWELVf. YEARS OF AGE.^ 
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A Comparison Between Works of^Realistic Contemporary 
Fiction by Non-American and American Authors..^ 

SheKon L. Root, Jr, 



The primary purpose of this study was to discover what'diiFference3> 
if any, tt^ere are between works. of contemporary realistic fiction by nori- 
American and American aC*^rs whose bboks have settings other than the 
United States, whose major, characters are^not citi?ens^of the- United States, 
and which are appropriate for children nine through twelve years of -age. 

The problem seems an important one since there is conunon agreement 
that what children read has. the potential for influencing^heir beJi;^,? 
.understandings, and attitudes/ 

Wh.at if American children are reading only fi cfl on b'J^^eri can authors ^ 
which deals with non-American characters in non-Amerigafv settings? Are the 

* ' 4 / 

possible consequences that they will get biasect imjfressions? flight it not 
b*e better for American children to read this p^e' of fiction if it is 
written by non-American authors? Before siich questj oris can be answered * 
V satisfactorily we need to find out wha^Tare^the similariiips and differences 
between these two categories of bod\cs, 

Sample V The Bulletipjp^ the Center -for Children's Books , ^ was selected 
as the review medium fr<5jn which to chdose books apprjppriate to this* study. 
The Bui letin i^ widely respec.ted'' and consulted arid if^views more children's . 

W . y ^ • \ ' • r . : 

books in depth than any other singly Source/* The reviews suggest appropriate 



age ancj/or^ar^de rand^e^/and indicate whether 6r-not a particular books Is 

recommert^d foKyoun^ readers. Since this study was not primarily concerned , 

■ ' y\ . \/ • • ■' ^ s 

wtthX^terary quality ,i^al 1 books reviewed,, regardless of recommendation, 



were included in the initial list of titles from wfiich tJ^e final sample ' 
was taken. 

lo represent recent fiction, those books were 
published in th§ United States from 1969 through 1 



selected Wiich were. 
375 and reviewed in 



\ 



Volumes 24 through- 28 of the Bulletin , From approjximately 4,000 titles, 
both -fiction and non-fiction, 35 were found. to be 
American authors and 11 by non-American authors. 



appropriate: 24 by 
Ten tfboks -from each 



category were randomly selected for the final samfle^ Since the Bulletin* 
usually sug9ests an*age/grade range of :^ree or.f( ur. years, only those' 
books^were included whose suggested range fell .wi' hin at, least two years 
of the age group under consideration. (Eg. ages l(p through 13 would be 
appropriate as would be 8 through lOj' . 

Procedure . Content analys^ was selected asjan appropriate method 
for determining certain differences between the tito categories of- books 
under investigation. ' The instruments and categorjies employed by Cast 
in his study' of stereatypes .in children's literature was deemed suitable 
for the purposes of the present study and so emplbyed. ^ 

Data analysis . , Chi square ("XrVwas used as the measure of analysis 



and the^ 
formula 



level of si gni fiance 
was used on all 2\x 2- 



was established at 



.05. The Yates correction 



analyses. Th^e Phi 0) coefficient was used 



to determine the magnitude for all significant X 



values. 



X for Positive and Negative Concepts 



Concepts 


wlh-Ameri can 


American 




P 


0 


Positive 
Explicit 
Implicit 


; 17 
27 


20 
30 


.006 


n.s. 




Negative 
Explicit 
•Implicit 


9 , ^ ■ 
6 . 


5 ' 

5 


.007 


n.s. 





df = 1 

* calculated with Yates correction J 



TABLE ^ V 

2 • 

X for Age of Major and Minor Characters : 



Age 


Non-American 


American - 


2 


P 


. 0 


Major • • 
r Chi 1x1 
'Adult - 


• 14 
0 


12 

0 • - 


.0 


n.s. 




Minor 

Chil<t 
■ 'Adult 


% 

27 


8 
22 


.25 


. n'^s. 





df = V 

* calculated with Yates correction 



' ■ • . ■ ' ' '. 



TABLE 3 

X fdr Sex of Major a^nd Minor Characters 



Sex 


Non-American 


Amfericap 


" 2 

r* 


P 




Major 
Male* 
Female 

^ Minor 

Male , * 
Female 


/i^lO 
16 ' 


1 

'20 .^' 
10 

■ ' r 


.06 

y^^93 . 


n.s. 

• 

n.s. 

* 





-, : 1 —» « r-'—r ' 

df -.1 ' ■ ■* ./ 

* catcu1«ted «1th Yates corirection 



TABLE 4 



X for Economic >Status' of Major and Minor Characters 



Status 


Non-American 


America'n 


X2 


P 


0* 


Major 
Low 

Adequate 
^ Comfortable 




10. 
1 

.1 


15.4 


. .OW 


.77 

1 ■ 


Minor ^ 
Low 

Adequate • 
Comfortable 


' " 7 

9^ - 


10-. ' 
9 

10. 


2.79 


n.s. 





df = 2 

* cj^lculated with .Cramer's Phi 



. TABLE. 5 

X for Education Level of Major and Minor Characters 



Education Level 

Major . 

;Uneducated 
Average 
Above Average 

^ Minor 

Uneducated 
Average 
Above Average 

/ 



Non-American 

0 - 
11 

. 2- 

• 3^ 
21 



V » 



-American 

1 
7 
3 

' 2 
20- 
. 7 



.3.06 



.16 



n.ai 



n.s . 



df » 2 



2 ■ , ' ■ - • 

X for Social Cjass of Major and Minor Characters. 



Class/ 


■ Non-American ' 


American 






0* 


Major 


.- . 








IT. 


• ' Lower - 


. >■ 0 


9 








- ; Middle 


9 ' 


2 


16.09 


.001 


.79'. 


Upper 


5 


1 ■ 








Minor 












Lower 


10 


8 




./ 




Middle 


18 


15 


.68 


n . s . 




Upper 


5 


7.* 









•df = 2 

* calcblated with Cramer's Ph'i 



TABLE 7 



Ethnic 



X for Racial Group ofi Major arid Minor Charaicters 

I 



Ntfh-American 



nen can 



Major 
Black • 
.Caucasian, 
Oriental 
Other I 

Mi nor I 

Black / 

Caucasian. 

Oriental 
^ Other 

Jf ^ .3 



0 
tl 
0 
3' 

2 

28 
0 
3 



0\ 
8 



0 
13 
4 

13 



7.73 



17.61 



n.s. 



.001 



.53 



TABLES , 



X for Goals Valued by Major atfit|inor Characters 



Major Characters 



Goals , 



Non-American 



1. Acceptance in 

dominant culture 

2. Acceptance in 



^ own culture* 


4 


1 


3. Social advancement 


'•,0 


D 


4. Economic advancenient 


0. 


2 


5. Self-realization 


•. 8 


9 


6. Independence 


.7 ' 


3 


7. Future-past 
orientation 


.0" 


7 


5. Security 


10 ^ 


6 


}.*Stability 


. ' r. 3 ■ / 


k 

.8 



American 




X' 



15.98 



_2j 



.05 



.45- 



■Minor Characters' 



Non-American 



19 

15 



American 



6 . 


2 


3- 


• 1 


5 . 


. 3 


7' ■ 


T2 


5 


6 


8" 


10 € 



10 
12 



x2 



7.21 



ERIC 



TABLE 9 



. X for Personal ity Traits ofJMajor and Minor Characters 
Major Characters 



Trait 




introvert 
Extrovev't 

-Autboritarian 
Democratic 

Optimist 
Pessimist ' 

Secure ^' 
insure ^ 

Unselfish 

Dependable 
Undepencfable 

Honesty ^ • 
Dishonest 

Infantile 
Mature 



df = l • 
* calculated with Yates correction 




X for Positiwe and Negative-Gharacten sties 
. Qf Major ^nd Minor Characters " " • 



• 


1 

Position 


Non-American 


American 










Major 
^ Pcrsitive' 
Negative 


67- 
3 


59 

T > 


.12,, 


V- 






Minor - 
fosit'ive' 
Negatifve 

0 


. 110 
'55 


111 . 

• 29 


5.44 


.05- 

.4 


.13 



df 1 • o . ^ 

♦calculated with Yates correction' 
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TABLE 11 

for Positive and .Negative Sterfeotypes 
of Major and Minor Characters 



Stereotype 


^ Non-American 


American ^ 




P 


P 


Maj^or 

Positive » 
• Negative 


57 

• * 13 


50 

. '10 


.003. 


n.s. 




Minor 

Positive 
Negative 


'105 
60 


105 • 

- > 40 


2.33 ' 

6 


►n.s. 

\ h 
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. Analyses, of tim tab'l^S yield the foMowing infornmtion and, in.irost. 
instances, raise relevant questions. 
• Positive and Neqatf#^ Concepts (Table 1) . Even "though statistical 
• "treatinent did not reveal si gpifi cant differences between non-American an<J 
American authors, is it not probable that concepts, either explicit or •.- 
implicit, revealed through positive characters hav | jpre influence on 
young readers than do concepts- revciled through negative characters? 

Age of Major and Minor Character^ liable 2), Even though statistical 
treatanent did not reveal significant differences between non-Aitieritan and ' 
American authors, ip is noted that both non-American and Americ&ff authorl^ 
employed children exclusively as major characters while both showed a narked 
-preference for adults as minor characters. . Is it not possible that at ^ 
least some books should cast adults as major characters? 

Sex of Major and Minor Characters (Table 3) . Even though statistical 
•treatment revealed no, difference between non-American and American authors, 
it is noted that both have a proclivity for casting boys as major characters, 
and, that American authors prefer minor male characters over minor female 
characters by a ratio of 2:1. Is it not time for males and females to 
recer\^ equal attention in literature for young readers? 

Economic Status of Major and Minor Characters (Table 4) . s)|^tistical 
evidence indicates a ^ighly significant difference between non-Arierican ' 
and American authors,' While a large majority of non-American authors dealt 
j|ith major characters of adequate and comfortable economic status, most 
American authors pdrtrayed Tiajor characters as being of low economic status. 
If children werd to read exclusively either non-American or American authors, 
might they not receive unbalanced impressions of cultures other than American? 
Also, it is noted that non^American authors portrayed well over half of their 
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minor, characters as being* o'f^adequate^or comYortable economic status. If 
young readers were to read such bookS^^clusively might they not -draw 
erroneous inferences concerning the economic) status of cultures other than 
American? ^ ' ^ ^ * • 

Education Level of Major and tiinor Characters (Table 5) . Al though 
there are no statistical differences between non-American and Ahierican 
authors, it is noted that both have strong tendencies to portray 6oth 
major and minor char^icters- as having average educations for the c1rcumsta(nces ' 
in which they are cast. Would children not profit from books which reveal *^ 
to a greater extentKharacters from both extremes^f the educational spectrum? 

Social Class of Major and Minor Characters /Table 6) . Statistical 
treatment reyeals that books by non-American authors were far more likely 
to portray major ctwracters, as being of middle or upper soXtbI class than 
were those by' American authors who indicated a marked preferenH_fpr major 
characters from the lower social class. While not statistically si^fttffcant, 
the same tendency is inditated in the treatment of minor charac|jrs. Are ^ 
not both treatments equally, though obversely, distorted? Might not young 
readers who are exclusively exposed to either group of authors be subject 
to erroneous impressions concerning the cultures portrayed? 

Further, a comparison of tables 4 and 6 implies a strong relationship 
between economic and social status with some relationship to level of 
education (Table 5). %e real life situations as ofton comparable? Mi|fit 
notUfcldren profit from books which reveal^xamples in which such strong 
links do not exist? ~ ' , 

Ethnic Groups of Major and Minor Characters (Table 7) . While there 
is no difference in treatment of major characters betw^een, non-Air,erican 
and American authors, there is a modest statistical difference b^ween 

* 14 



the offerings of minor characters. Non^American'^authors showed a marked*, 
preference for minor Carucdsian characters while American author*5 had a 
greater tendency for ^lopulating their stories with minor characters frorrt 
the gKOup classifi/d as Other (i.e., Australian Aboriginees, Laps, 



Mediterranean, Mj^ifican^ and Mexican' Indian), In the cases of both groups, 
might not your^^' readers profit from books wh^le major and minor characters 
reveal a broader assortment of racial origins? . / 

iGoaly Valued by Major and Minor Characfters. (||bTe 8| ^. ff^^^^ 
stiitlstically significant differences are ind-jpCated in the^ §oals valued by 
major characters, it is interesting to note that onlf^ American authors 
shGlWed concern over "future-past orientation." Perhaps, because of a longer 
History, non-Ameripd«^uthors are more* incl ined to take this goal for granted* 
la the case of ^'nor characters, there seem to be no important differences. 

Personality T>pits of Major and Minor Characters (Table 9) > Both 
non-American and American authors portrayed their major characters simil2C?rly. 
A composite major character would probably have the following attributes: 
extrovert, democratic, optimist^Hinselfish, dependable, honestr^^d mature. 
Minor%:haracters would fare iaabout^the same fashion. 

■Positive and Jiwative 'Characteristics of Major and Minor Characters 
(Table 10) . ^^l^^rTwere no" statistically significant differences between 
non-American and American authors concerning either major or' minor^ characters . 
However, it is interesting to'^note that bQj:h groups ^rtrayed their major 
characters as being almost totally devoid of neqative characteristic? ^ 
Is it not quite possible that children of the age torUvhich these books are 
suggested are ready for and need books which reveal major characters with 
a more natural balance of posit-^ve and negative characteristics? * 

The more nearly even treatnent of minor chaWters is largely attrj- 
butable.to the fact that many of them were purposeTT^c^t by tlie authors 
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♦ as antagonists. The statipftcal tVeatment e^oyed couTd not analyze the 
degree to which this is true. 

Positive and Negative Stereotypes./f Manor and Minor Characters (Table fl) ^ 
Althrfugh rto statistically significant differjences are revealed between the 
; . ^two groups, It Is evident, as in Table 10, tjhat positive factors far out- ^ ^ 
weigh negative factors in "the c^ist of major 'characters with a ratio Of nearly^ 

:) 5:.l, It is speculated thaT this- f^ct may b^ the result of the commonly 

accepted practice of authors using stereotyjiDes to quickly define 'characters.. . 
. ^ Again, a's was the, case with Table 1G, 'the smaller ratio of poapT'tive ' 
to negative stereotypes 1s accounted for by the fact that many minor char- 
acters werif intentionally cast by the'authors as aatagoni%ts,^ ♦A11^h^^) . 
the statistical procedures employed do not verify this cpnclus?ionV|i^^^ 

* examination of the raw data indicates that antagonists, without exception, 
were portraytfd as nl«Mbai>y negative aspects and' almost np positive virtues. 
Again, as with Table 10; the question is noised as to vhether young readers 



are not in need of having even negative characters revealed with some 
redeeming 'virtues? ' ^ . 

SUMMARY 

1. These findings and (jueries are in some ways influenced by the 



limitations of the investigator's 



knowledge of the people, settings, and 



circumstances revealed in the be^^s under consideration, as well as by his 
own unidentified cultural biases. 

Z. The descriptors used to arrive at the findings indicated by Tables 
10 and 11 may not have been ideal- for the purpose of this study. Descriptors 
specifically selected for 3 study of this type might have yfelded somewhat 
difiterent results. 
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3. Because of the limited universe (37 in a'pproxffnately 4 ,000>') ^ f rom. 
which the books for this' stud/ walre "selected, it se^KfehV to qi/e>tion ' 
whether American^childr^en have at their* disposal enou^fe^ealistic f;ct>i» 
that is contemporarily set, in Places other than , the. Unite\states sirki whos^ 
major characters are not natives "of the United States. " \^ • 

4. Becaus«»of the frequently marked',siffliTarities between boo'ks'by 
non-American and American authors, there sW room for val id -sp^dSfeion ' ' 
th&t the. preponderance of books by foreign 
(fetion in the Uni 
American authors. , ' • ' 

. _ .5. The subjective evaluation by this reseajajU*»>^f the literary merits 
of the books Involved in this study, both by fJor/American and American 
authors is low in most -instances, 



. ^ . authors are selected for publi- 

lited States because the'y^e, indeed, much like tho^ by 
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'The University ij/Chicago Graduate Library School, Bulletin of the 
Center for Children's Books . University of Chicago Press, Vol. i.A'-t8. 

^David Karl Gast, "Cfl^ftcteristlcs an* Concepts of Minority Americans 
in Contemporary Children's Fictional Literature" (unpublished Ed. D 
dissertation, Arizona State University, 1965); ' \ 



